t=Zts WFsHe[X| M163 M2Z, 2009H 12&

< o

AU A0 EE2

ol

=

=
r

= Aol 4 A 9 Aw 5 )R 49l $)
om A olde Are Gud TAS opshl wet
1960 th B A Althel Qlgto] Aelslope e &

gtolgl= oJu)E Ao 288 (biomedical ethics)”} T
7] AFSIATAATF, 2003; 3%, B, WHF, o5,
AGH, 1998).

FEvre] A 2002 99 *3 g&g] 9 kel #s W
Qe FoAo] RAEX 7S 3| A|7|=E A, 2003
12€ 299 e 2 qbdel w3k HERDo] =138 239
= 43I 2004 1€ 29 HE Al 715082 FEH] A
Waek 7)ed om5U]ee] wdo] JA Qe ekt s
gl Qb digt EAES FgskaL itk

o

AFrks G A AR g R &4 2
e A9t 53] A AR SAR grE gl oy
YT, <FEAL abzEAbd, A7lolde £ AR
SeleAlel B E R S ol AdRel sk
97F wol AAAQ &27 EAe 25 A HERF
w3, 2001), (HEAPE Ao E&Eel i Ade 7= A

= 1 =
I'—I‘%')'jlo

Korean Acad Soc Nurs Edu Vol. 15 No.2, 216-224, December, 2009

S=cl0ll tiet 24”

5" g M FY

A, 2001), TFEALS] &2lE TR e ojgk AR5, 1994,
01%% 1990; HQG=E 2001), FEAFEO] A Aol Ful
v w4 ekl YAl oig A7 sk 1998;
%;1, 1995; “FERS], 2002; AJwlsl, 1999; S 2002)7)
It Agogaale] #3t 5ATE BA43F 70]52000)
= T AE SAR diFEL Qe JAFUATE, AL
SxpzE ML, 710l AT IE EFE
A A4dE os EﬂlOﬂ EH?SP
of ole] digh A7e] Fede Al }ﬂ vk Q). A
ojxle] et A AvEE 24 (2002)9] AEA
i‘ﬂ ﬂ*l»E-?l *ﬁuue EHNOH Sl 04?01] M g

o =
EH«

[<re ey SRR EY o=
Zrehs Aow vehhth @, dAFAS AETAPEelE
iR EEE Aolle AR = St o 501 o}

o}l o]9145(2002)9] L7714
Holg & Bl AtelMs EohdyA Al
JAefM= 2gelo] dnkle] g AP gaze|edle] wd
Aoz yehd vhd glopldgd o= dnlle] o ginh
Ao gagl ool Eoktt tauistyY) o7y A
olgaE| e Tall ZARE WAF2003)8] ATelME s
et gzt Sty e] Ao saE] ool Ui o °1H d

A A o ol gl Wi <l

g 2ug(aA Xﬂﬂ- A3 E mall. dongheeklm@pusan.ac.kr)
229 AAREE: 20099 119 169 AAEED: 2009 129 5

Sha7ta n 83| X| 15(2), 20094 128



2Bl M

2R2(0 chgt o4

9 747]2008)2] Aol thEistde) olsiayel A
gaElo) o]l fraket Aow vtk $hE, 1heake] A
Jz&ge] uist Fast R#e] Y <5<l
2} Ato]of A H}a‘éé RS EobE AES A
A & ASE Erata s AEesg

= 79 =i Aotk webA ddEAgeA 278

_‘L
=
N30 R

L Ak AmeEgelel o €4 g Aviut
o] #eshrt Abet
o7 =X
B Qe gEAle] APeRal et €4S stersp]
S5 Aoz FAHA BAe ket gk
» olgbel ABae] Bt B4 shele
s oPgAel A nae e oy PEg s
C PR wk S whE Agelnsele) o4 AER
spefgick

Soo0ye) <1 A BEelnael o4 SHETE
TA #4 nstel YA, 42

215l sl T sl dokel A, A3
G, elobaIE, et AR, ki, 7&7101*4,
AR B 9] Aojel RO AT AE

Eiass

ook mo o oo

PLO
e oy oo

5

o1
017 A7)
B oAvE 1aAe duow AudRad oY 3ng

AT A A 2 P sy el A4 Foln] 274
2 13 ogel 2kEAl 4367 FolA] ¥ Aol AL ofslst

ShaZts 3| X| 15(2), 20094 12€

AL ApREoR FoE IR TR 21078(48.2%) 01 3T,

o o s el o2
*B“U &7 o SAHET =

144(2002) 25w3 AEAE AAT2003)7F 971992 T 4
tog AT Aosad oY e 2 A7t

A7 U E}%EE f°l71 %H

AR 5919 AL
a 65 F 5%@2}—8— O] 5143(2002) <] +%Li ’“%ﬂ,o a1l
ol et 17 ARAlste] doke] AE(S),
F57(6), ElORIE(S), WIS EA(S), e
@), HAKS), AXPEESH 7)ol B 971G
”o}"ﬂoﬂi LFSAPE olset golE 4
oA gl vl aEl2001)°]
ol Ak 47 WFE A 0}03

-g_]j/],‘:_ ?__g__/,:;éjjq_, op_om]quo] 3 1—5]

0]7143(2002) 2] 293}z } #

O

(R A A i )
ofN of > fol o o°(‘ =
2
of
Rl
B
o
rO
_F_l‘

POI'

A
)

Nl
O

NI
_‘}’
> o

f o
B

ol

ol

o
i
i
Mo
Ac)
o
fuj
o,
1o
$
o,
o?:
E
o
H
a
o

& ] e 49

S o] =& dAAEE Hot AEH, AT, Hokxl
o msodE, Aol al, A3kl g el st 67 P
T 32Eolx, Wirl & gAAEE JAFgEE, <=
AL At g 370 99 e] F 1670 E&elth #AA2003)
o] oA Cronbach's alphat= 76010 &2 ¢ItofA]

Cronbach's alpha”} .81°] 31t}
Xz 47

J 1011-?_];1 9_9.] 9017]].;(]
-9 ?313 °*°1 AT HAa AEd
of #ek v & ApRAoR A Folo MW &
o s o]Folxlth thFst 1w f?i’éMW {PL?j
T Fdste] WA 4 Qe Aon&EEAlet e
gt AAAEE gRisk] A8l At FEEAE A

& A0 A P drUES Fe] Fetst
F748 19 rnke] AEARs AlQ]Eic) b
o] F 21077} 3|5(84%) =] &

r

217



stxy o
R T o+ Zi
FHE A== SPSS 14.0 window program< ©]83to] CHAMRIS| UHIM EM
Atk
oA duE B4, AEelag dA B4 A% dpgael d EHE <Table 153 Pk FF AL
BEES ARSI 29.13A18 00 idAte] 97.6%7F oldelsich e diE
o IR Ao gaeos YEe Py EEEAE e 63.3% %2 7P @atom AEYH= vl T14%= WkTh
ssick b Q= A9k s1auE b wstes Fwsh nkn
o Ak ANy 549 el w540 e A SHE gAY B 343%7F AR Qs Fudsel F
gnfe o4 FEL trest?h ANOVAZ BASL ALER  ojsw Suaigi SyRAs olsEe] n9%w A1
S Tukey test® 218} wokeow & ZHAYEE Wit 59 e/MERE sd~10d 254
go] 37.1% % 7hd Wtk dAA FAelM Y] P Bt
3 97fEelglen 6 ol - 97t 30.0%% T W
<Table 1> General characteristics (N=210)
Variables Classification M+SD n(%)
Age 29.13+4.74
Gender Female 205(97.6)
Male 5( 2.4)
Education Junior college 56(26.7)
University 133(63.3)
Graduate school 21(10.0)
Marital status Married 59(28.1)
Unmarried 150(71.4)
Divorce, separated 1( 0.5)
Religion None 108(51.4)
Christian 34(16.2)
Catholic 14( 6.7)
Buddhism 52(24.8)
Others 2( 1.0)
Participation in Very active 9( 8.8)
religion activity Somewhat active 35(34.3)
(n=102) Somewhat passive 27(26.5)
Very passive 31(30.4)
Current department Intensive care unit 39(18.6)
Delivery room & &pediatrics 18( 8.6)
Surgical word 48(22.9)
Internal medicine word 24(11.4)
Operation room & anesthesiology 18( 8.6)
Emergency room 31(14.8)
Others 32(15.2)
Career length(month) 66.87+56.72
<35 75(35.7)
36~59 35(16.7)
60~119 78(37.1)
>120 22(10.5)
Experience of 45.04+42.78(months)
working at current 1 yr 47(22.4)
department (year) 2 yrs 41(19.5)
3 yrs 24(11.4)
4 yrs 11( 5.2)
5 yrs 24(11.4)
>6 yrs 63(30.0)
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A%l sltkn Stk Golk Aniy mf % g el Agelnee o4 HEE <Table 323 2ok A
45.2% %2 7P ko 77.6%7F Ao EaE] sh3lels HA Helusy o2 FHe 1928 whel 1384470 % st
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B85 13 A ATt 553%E P woka A Aol How 7P wShal Se&el7h Wt 249+0333 0% TP
{Table 2> Characteristics related to biomedical ethics (N=210)
Variables Classification n(%)
Very firm 34(16.2)
. Somewhat confuse 66(31.4)
Ethical val
feal vatues Changeable on a case by case 107(51.0)
To firm ethical values is one thing, to practice it in real is another 3( 1.4)
Experience of hearing for Yes 187(89.0)
biomedical ethics No 23(11.0)
TV 76(36.2)
Newspapers 20( 9.5)
Source for information Magazine, book 19( 9.0)
or knowledge of biomedical ethics* Internet 17( 8.1)
Educational program, lecture 95(45.2)
Others 7( 3.3)
Attendance in a conference for Yes 47(22.4)
biomedical ethics No 163(77.6)
1 26(55.3)
Number of attendance(n=47)% 2 13(27.7)
Over 3 8(17.0)
Y 110(67.5
Intent to attend in a conference for s (67.5)
biomedical ethics(n=163)% No 25(15.3)
No idea 28(17.2)
Y 77(36.7
Experience of conflict for e (36.7)
biomedical ethical problem No 118(56.2)
. No idea 15(7.1)
* multiple choice
t asked to 47 people who responded 'yes' to the question of 'Attendance in a conference for biomedical ethics'
¥ asked to 163 people who responded o' to the question of 'Attendance in a conference for biomedical ethics'
<{Table 3> Perception of biomedical ethics (N=210)
Category M=£SD Variables M=£SD
Reproductive ethics 2.95+0.34 Artificial abortion 2.75+0.43
Artificial insemination 3.15+0.43
Ethics of right to life 3.134£0.35 Right to life of fetus 3.12+0.38
Right to life of premature 3.14+0.48
Clinical ethics 2.93+0.24 Prenatal diagnosis of fetus 3.12+0.38
Organ transplantation 3.11+0.39
Human biotechnology 2.69+0.33
Ethics of death 2.49+0.33 Euthanasia 2.88+0.42
Brain death 2.11+0.44
Total 2.88+0.22
St nKES|X| 15(2), 2009E 12¥ 219



<Table 4> Perception of biomedical ethics by general characteristics (N=210)

Total Reproductive ethics Ethics of right to life Clinical ethics Ethics of death
Variables Classification t/F(p) t/F(p)
+ + + + +
M=SD t/F(p) M=SD Scheffe M=SD t/F(p) M=*SD t/F(p) M=SD Scheffe
. Marriedt 2924022 129 (.198) 3.08£0.33  3.559(<.001) 3.15%0.33  567(.571) 2.95:.025  .763(446) 2.44+0.36
Marital status Unmarried 2.8740.22 2.90+0.32 3.120.36 2.92:0.24 2524032 o16CID
Particivati Very active’ 3.04+0.16  2.181(.095) 3.31+0.26  3.914(.011)  3.29+0.31 2.112(.104)  3.06+0.23 1.064(.368)  2.44+0.30 .519(.670)
inarr:;pi‘ofnacﬁvit Somewhat active 2.9540.25 3014043  a>b, ¢ 3.27+033 2.95+0.26 2.5340.39
(n:10223 Y Somewhat passiveb 2.88+0.28 2.88+0.31 3.10+0.39 2.94+0.28 2.55+0.41
Very palssivec 2.84+0.22 2.89+0.33 3.09+0.34 2.89+0.27 2.45+0.33
3° 2.90+0.22  2.470(.063) 2.9540.33  2.515(.059) 3.15+0.34  2.079(.104)  2.89+£0.24  2.504(.060)  2.58+0.35 3.779(.011)
Career length 3~5 2.85+0.21 2.84+0.30 3.13+£0.36 2.93+0.26 2.47£0.24 a>b
(year) 5~10° 2.86+0.20 2.97+0.33 3.06+0.33 2.93+0.22 2.41+0.29
> 10 2.994+0.28 3.08+0.39 3.254+0.38 3.05+0.24 2.49+0.33
t including groups of divorce & separated
<Table 5> Perception of biomedical ethics by characteristics related to biomedical ethics (N=210)
Total Reproductive ethics Ethics of right to life Clinical ethics Ethics of death
Variables Classification t/F(p) t/F(p)
+ + + + +
MESD o e MESD t/F(p) MESD o otfe  MESD t/F(p) M=SD t/F(p)
Very firm* 2.99+0.25 3.859(.010) 3.05£0.45 2.261(.083) 3.31£0.32 4.421(.005) 3.02+0.23 2.407(.068) 2.53£0.39 .791(.500)
Somewhat confuse 2.88+0.21 a>b 2.94+0.31 3.13+£0.37 a>b 2.91+0.24 2.50+£0.33
Ethical values Changeable on a case by case’  2.86+0.21 2.93+0.30 3.07+0.33 2.91+0.24 2.49+0.32
To firm ethical values is one 2.67+0.20 2.61+0.53 3.00+0.17 2.79+0.10 2.23+0.31
thing, to practice it in real
is another
Intent to attend in a Yes® 2.92+0.23  3.783(.025) 2.98+0.35 .996(.372) 3.18+0.35 4.133(.018) 2.95+0.23 1.128(.326) 2.55+0.36 3.789(.025)
conference for biomedical No 2.85+0.19 a>b 2.92+0.35 3.14+0.32 a>b 2.92+0.24 2.38+0.38

ethics(n=163) No idea’ 2.80+0.21 2.89+0.27 2.97+0.35 2.87+0.25 2.41+0.24
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The Perception of Biomedical Ethics in Nurses*

Ha, Ju-Young" - Kim, Dong-Hee" - Hwang, Sun-Kyung"

1) Assistant Professor, College of Nursing, Pusan National University

Purpose: This study was to describe the perception of biomedical ethics in 210 nurses working at a hospital in
Busan. Method: Data were collected from September Ist to 9th, 2008 using a 4-point Likert scale which was
designed by Kwon. Results: The average score of perception of biomedical ethics was 2.88+0.22. The highest
score, 3.13+0.35, was seen in the category of the ethics for right to life, the lowest, 2.49+0.33, was seen in the
category of ethics of death. There was no significant difference in perception of biomedical ethics according to
marital status, participation in religious activity or career length. There was a significant difference in reproductive
ethics according to marital status (F=3.559, p= .001) and participation in religious activity (F=3.914, p= .011).
There was a significant difference in ethics of death according to career length (F=3.779, p= .011). Statistically
significant differences were shown in ethics for right to life according to the ethical values (F=4.421, p= .005) and
attendance of a conference for biomedical ethics (F=4.133, p= .018). The difference of the perception of
biomedical ethics was significant in ethical values (F=3.859, p= .010) and attendance of a conference for
biomedical ethics (F=3.783, p= .025). Conclusion: Continuing educational programs need to be developed and more
reinforced education should be offered.
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